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EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


18, LINCOLN’s INN FIELDs, Lonpon, W.C, 





hole-world policies in most cases free of charge. 
Policies indisputable and unconditional. 


SPECIMEN BONUSES. 
Actual additions made to Policies of £1,000 effected under Tables I. and II, _ 
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ExaMPLE.— A Policy for £1,000, effected 30 years ago by a person then aged 30, 
would have increased to £1,819, or by more than 80 per cent. 

In the cases marked * the Bonuses, if surrendered. would be more than 
sufficient to extinguish all future pecan, and the Policy-holders would still 
be entitled to share in future profits. 
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THE WEEKLY REPORTER. 
The WEEKLY REPORTER contains full reports of the facts, arguments, and 
judgments in all the important cases decided in the House of Lords, the Privy 
Council], the Court of Appeal, each of the Divisions of the High Court, and the 
Court of Bankruptcy. Every effort is made to publish the reports as speedily 
after the decision of a case as possible. Subscribers to the WREKLY REPORTER 


receive a copy of the Annual Digest of all the reported cases of the year, and a 
copy of all the important statutes of the year. 


Vol. 33 of the Soxtcrrors’ JouRNAL, and Vol. 37 of the Wuextx 
RePorTEr, commenced November 3rd, 1888. 
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VOL. XXXIII., No. 45. 
The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, SEPTEMBER 7, 1889. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue peatus of two well-known legal M.P.’s have been an- 
nounced this week. Mr. Anprrson, Q.C., had long struggled 
bravely against the drawback of delicate health, and had not 
shrunk from adding the toils of a Parliamentary life to those of a 
barrister. He first became known as an industrious and successful 
legal tutor, and he speedily acquired a good junior business. The 
time which had elapsed since he took silk was too short to enable 
him to establish a position as a leader, but in his short Parlia- 
mentary capacity he had come to the front as an unflinching sup- 
porter of Mr. Grapstone’s Irish policy. Mr. Borromiey Freru’s 
recent career had been political rather than professional, but he 
had formerly an extensive criminal business, and he was for 
_ some years a prosecuting counsel for the Post Office. His sudden 
death within a few months of the formation of the London County 
Council, of which he claimed to be the parent, and of his own 
election as deputy-chairman of that body, will be deeply regretted 
by his political and private friends. 





A somEwHaT unusual prosecution was instituted last week at 
Brentford against a medical practitioner under the Coroners Act, 
1877 (50 & 51 Vict. c. 71), section 1 of which enacts that, 
“where a medical practitioner fails to obey a summons of a 
coroner issued in pursuance of this Act, he shall, unless he shews 
&good and sufficient cause for not having obeyed the same, be 
liable on summary conviction on the prosecution of the coroner, or 
of any two of the jury, to a fine not exceeding £5.” The 

defendant appears to have attended the original inquest, and 
received his professional fee for doing so, but, under a misappre- 
hension, not to have attended the adjourned inquest, and the 
magistrates accordingly inflicted only a mitigated penalty. In 
the case of an ordinary witness not attending after being duly 
‘summoned, section 19 (2) of the Act enables the coroner to deal 











with the matter himself, though the maximum fine is, in that 
case, only forty shillings. 





THE GENTLEMEN composing the body vaguely described as “‘ the 
Maysricx Committee” appear to have discovered a grievance in 
the fact that the solicitors for Mrs. Maynsricx at her recent trial for 
murder were not furnished with a copy of the indictment against 
her ; but the solicitors would, in fact, have bad no right to demand 
a copy of the instrument. In practice the prisoner’s counsel is 


|| always allowed to examine the indictment, in order to have the 


opportunity of taking any objection which may arise on the face of 
it, but in Reg. v. Mitchell (3 Cox C. C. 1) it was held that a 


|| prisoner who is indicted for felony is not entitled to a copy of the 


indictment. On the other hand, in cases of misdemeanour it 


|| appears from Evans v. Phillips (2 Selwyn N. P. 952) that the 


accused is entitled to a copy as a matter of right; and the right 
may be claimed (even in cases of felony) under especial cireum- 
stances, as, for instance, when the prisoner desires to file a plea of 
autrefois acquit: Rex v. Vandercomb (2 Leach, 711). It was 
held in Rex v. Brangan (1 Leach, 27) that a prisoner who has 
been acquitted has no right to a copy of the indictment, and d 
Sortiori a prisoner whose sentence, as in the case of Mrs. Maysnrick, 
bas been reduced, could not set up any such right. In actions for 
malicious prosecution, where the production of the indictment is 
required it is the practice to obtain the Attorney-General’s fiat for 
the production of the record, and it was held in Legatt v. Tollervey 
(14 East. 303) that the officer of the court cannot be compelled to 
produce the record without the order of the court or the Attorney- 
General’s fiat, and would be guilty of contempt of court if he pro- 
duced the original record or gave a copy of the indictment to the 
plaintiff without such order or fiat. 





Tue errect of the use of the words “ without prejudice” in 
letters has been several times a matter of discussion. In Paddock 
v. Forrester (3 M. & G, 903) the Court of Criminal Pleas held that 
those words precluded a letter from being produced in evidence, 
and that the same privilege extended to the subsequent correspon- 
dence, and this case seems to have been followed by Lord Romitiy 
in Jones v. Foxall (15 Beav. 396), though he said that such letters 
would be evidence of an offer of compromise having been made. In 
Williams v. Thomas (2 D. & 8. 29) Kiyperstey, V.C., held that 
such letters might be used by the writer against the receiver in 
considering a question of costs. This last decision was reviewed by 
the Court of Appeal in the recent case of Walker v. Wilsher (37 
W. R. 723), where the judge at the trial had, in exercising his 
diseretion under R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 65, r. 1, and depriving a success- 
ful plaintiff of costs taken into account certain letters which had 
been written without prejudice, and certain negotiations which had 
been conducted under a similar understanding. The Court of 
Appeal allowed the plaintiff’s appeal, the Master of the Rolls say- 
ing that it was ‘‘a good rule” that letters written without pre- 


t judice should not be looked at without the consent of both parties, 


Lord Justice Luvptey expressed an opinion that Kinprrszxy, V.C,, 
had not attributed sufficient weight to the authority of Paddock v. 
Forrester, though he admitted that cases might exist, as, for 
instance, if a question of Jaches is raised, where the fact of such 
letters having been written could be taken into account without in- 
fringing the general rule. Lord Justice Bowen treated the question 
as one of public policy, since the admission of letters written with- 
out prejudice would have a tendency to discourage all offers of 
compromise. 





MerRopoLitaN HOUSEHOLDERS who entertain suspicions as to the 
integrity of their coal merchants will read with interest the 
report of the case of Smith v. Wood (37 W. R. 800). Probably 
many persons are unaware that the weighing of coals on re in 
and near London is regulated by a private statute. 1 & 2 Will 
4, c. lxxvi., requires every carman of a cart carrying coals for 
delivery to a purchaser from any place within a distance of 
twenty-five miles of the General Post Office to carry a weighing- 
machine, and, when required to do so, to weigh any one or more 
sacks to be chosen by the purchaser “‘ with the coals therein, and 
also afterwards to weigh in like manner such sack without any 
coals therein.” If the coals in any sack are deficient, the pur- 
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chaser may require to have all the coals in the cart weighed in the | and it was sought to distinguish Pow/es v. Hider, as based on an 
presence of a police officer. If the coal in any sack is deficient in | enactment which is now repealed, but the Master of the Rolls, 
weight, the seller is to forfeit a sum not exceeding £5 for every | while pointing out that the agreement between the defendant and 
deficient sack. The coals delivered by the defendant’s carman to | the cabdriver did not create the relation of master and servant, 
the plaintiff were weighed at the request of the latter, each full | held that that relation was ‘“ the true effect’’ of the provisions of 
rack being placed on one scale of the machine, while an empty | the Hackney Carriages Act, 1843, since it was a necessary implica. 
sack and weights equivalent to the proper weight of the contents tion therefrom that the enactment was ‘intended to be in favour 
of a full sack were placed on the other scale, and some of the | of the public,” who were entitled to consider the proprietor as in 
tacks were found to be deficient in weight. The plaintiff sued | the position of a master. He did not think that the earlier cases 
the defendant for penalties under the Act, and obtained a verdict | were applicable, but Powles v. Hider was based on the fact that 
for ten guineas, but a divisional court set the verdict aside, on the | the defendant had held himself out as the proprietor of the cab. 
ground that the provisions of the statute bad not been followed. | Lord Justice Linpiey held that ‘‘ the whole stream of authority,” 
It was urged that the deficiency in the weight was sufficient to | except Hing v. Spurr, which was distinguishable, was to render 
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subject the defendant to penalties, and that any irregularity in the 
weighing was the fault of the defendant’s servant; but Mr. 
Justice Denman laid down that a weighing in the exact manner 
rescribed by the Act was a condition precedent to the right to 
sue for penalties. The Legislature required a weighing first of a 


full sack and afterwards of an empty sack, and this requirement | 
The same question | 


was not satisfied by a single weighing. 
appears to have been raised forty-two years ago in Meredith v. 
Holman (16 M. & W. 798), and to have been decided by the 
Court of Exchequer in precisely the same manner. 


Tue Exceptional nature of the contract generally made between a 
cab proprietor and a cab driver, whereby the latter pays a fixed daily 
sum to the former for the use of his vehicle, has frequently led to 
discussions as to the liability of a cab proprietor in respect of in- 
juries caused by the negligence of a driver, and the Hackney 
Carriages Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 86), has certainly not given 
the courts very much assistance in ecettling this question. Section 
21 of that Act provides that every cab proprietor shall retain the 
licences of all drivers in his employment, and shall produce them 
in case of complaint. By section 23 no contracts between cab- 
drivers and cab proprietors are enforceable unless they are in 
writing. Section 27 imposes a fine of 403. upon any person who 
acts as the driver of a cab without the permission of the proprietor ; 
and section 28 imposes a fine or a term of imprisonment for furious 
driving, or drunkenness, or causing injury to person or property. 
On a conviction for causing hurt or damage the magistrate may 
award a sum not exceeding £10 to the person aggrieved, and may 
order the proprietor of the cab to pay such sum, with costs, or may 
order the amount to be recovered from the driver. In Powles v. 
Hider (4 W. R. 492, 6 E. & B. 207) the Court of Queen’s Bench 
held that a cab proprietor was liable for the loss of a passenger’s 
luggage. Lord Camppetz laid down that the Hackney Carriage 
‘Acts rendered the driver a servant or agent of the proprietor, with 
authority to enter into contracts on his behalf. In that case the 
proprietor’s name was painted on the cab in accordance with the 

rovisions of 1 & 2 Will. 4, c. 22, s. 20 (which section was repealed 

y 32 & 33 Vict. c. 14, s. 39), and Lord Campnett observed that 
it would be unfair to the public if the liability of the person an- 
nounced as the proprietor were to be defeated by any secret 
atrangement between that person and the cab driver. In Fowler v. 
Lock (20 W. R. 672, L. R. 7 C. P. 272) the judges of the Court 
of Common Pleas were divided upon the question whether a cab- 
driver was a servant or a bailee. The case was tried a second 
time, and the court subsequently held (L. R. 9 C. P. 751) that, 
whether the driver was a servant or a bailee, the proprietor was 
equally responsible for his negligence. Powles v. Hider was fol- 
lowed in Venables v. Smith (25 W. R. 484, 2 Q. B. D. 279), and 
was applied to a case of injury caused by a driver’s negligence. In 
King v. Spurr (30 W. R. 152, 8 Q. B. D. 104) the horse and the 
harness belonged to the driver, and on that ground Powles v. 
Hider and Venables v. Smith were held to be distinguishable. 
In the recent case of King v. The London Improved Cab Oo. 
(37 W. R. 737) the plaintiff had obtained a verdict against a cab 
proprietor for damages in respect of injuries caused by the negli- 
gence of a cabdriver. The county court judge had directed the 
jury that the effect of the Hackney Carriages Act, 1843, was to 
establish the relation of master and servant between cab proprietors 
and drivers, and a divisional court had refused to disturb the 
verdict. The defendants’ counsel relied, before the Court of 
Appeal, upon King v. Spurr, as shewiog that the relationship of 
master and servant was a question of fact, irrespective of the Act, 


| cab proprietors responsible for the acts of their drivers; but Lord 

Justice Lores would have held, had it not been for the statute, 
| that the relation was that of bailor and bailee, and not of master 
| and servant. Although this decision is a satisfactory one, so far 
as the interests of the public are concerned, the judgments do not 
|throw much light upon the reasons which induced the court to 
place this interpretation upon the statute. 








THE RIGHT TO THE POSSESSION AND 
PRODUCTION OF DEEDS. 
V.—(2) Tur Ricar ro Propucrion (continued ). 


Tenants in common and persons holding in severalty under a 
common title-—The general rule was laid down by Expon, C,, 
in Lambert v. Rogers (2 Mer., at p. 490): ‘‘As between two persons 
respectively admitting tnuemselves to be tenants in common with 
each other, there is no doubt that the court will order the produc. 
tion of title deeds in the hands of either for the other’s inspec- 
tion.” The same rule was Jaid down by Romitty, M.R., in 
Edmonds v. Foley (30 Beav. 282). 

OF course there is no right to the production of deeds in the 
possession of a tenant in common in which the person claiming 
production has no interest: Burton v. Neville (2 Cox, 242), 
Where one of the tenants in common has mortgaged his share to 
the person holding the deeds, his right to production depends upon 
his right as mortgagor, and therefore in cases not falling within 
the Conveyancing Act, 1881, he cannot obtain production: 
Edmonds y. Foley (30 Beay. 282). At first sight Zhorpe y. 
Holdsworth (L. R. 7 Eq. 189), where the deeds in the possession 
of a mortgagee were ordered into court, may appear to be incon- 
sistent with the rule here laid down, but it is really an example 
of the rule [ante, p. 696] under which the court orders deeds into 
court in cases where it is necessary to do so for the purpose of 
administration. 

Where different lands are held under a common title, the owner 
of, orany person interested in, any part of the land has a right to 
the production of the common title deeds: Hercy v. Ferrers (4 
Beav. 97), Shore v. Collett (G. Coo. 234), Attorney-General v. 
Lambe (3 Y. & Col. Ex. 162), Attorney-General of the Prince of 
Wales vy. Lambe (11 Beay. 213), Riecard v. Inclosure Commis- 
sioners (4 El. & Bl. 329). 

Purchaser of part of land.—Where a man purchases land, and 
the title deeds remain with the vendor, the purchaser, even if he 
takes no covenant for production, has a right in equity, though not 
at law (Sug. V. & P. 472), to production. This is very clearly 
laid down by Leacu, V.C., in Fain v. Ayers, as reported in 1 Rus. 
259 note. This report, which professes to be verbatim, differs 
materially from the report of the same case in 2 Sim. & St. 533. 
In the report in Russert the Vice-Chancellor is stated to have 
said: “If a party, having taken a conveyance without a 
covenant for the production of deeds, sells the property, a 
court of equity will compel the production of the original 
title deeds, in which, as being the rvot of his title, there 
is @ common property in him and those under whom he 
claims.” In Barclay v. Raine (1 Sim. & St. 449) Leacu, V.C., 
considered, on grounds not stated in the report, that it was doubt- 
ful if the equity existed in favour of the purchaser. In Dart’s 
V.& P., 6th ed., p. 473, it is stated that the rule exists ‘‘ unless 
there is an understanding to the contrary, which would probably 
be implied from the circumstances of the title not being required 
upon the original sale.” If this view is, as it probably is, correct 








(see Sug. V. & P. 457), it is not prudent to sell property of which 
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the vendor has neither the deeds nor a covenant, express or statu- 
tory, for production without inserting a special condition. Mr. 
Davinson has expressed an opinion that the equity exists in 
favour of a purchaser (1 Dav. Prec., 5th ed., 496). 

Mortgages before 1882.—*‘ I take the rule of the court to be that, 
if a mortgagor executes a mortgage and hands over the title deeds, 
he cannot see those title deeds after the mortgage has become 
absolute without paying the mortgagee his principal, interest, and 
costs’’?: per Girrarp, LJ., Chichester v. Donegall (L. R. 5 Ch. 
at p. 502). The rule thus iaid down applies only to mortgages made 
before 1882; the Conveyancing Act, 1881, has altered the rule as 
to mortgages made after 1881: see post. The rule was applied or 
approved of in Senhouse v. Karl (2 Ves. sen. 450), Addison v. 
Walker (4 Y. & Col., at p. 447), Greenwood v. Rothwell (7 Beav. 
291), Damer v. Portarlington (15 Bim. 380), Cannock vy. Jauncey 
(1 Drew. 497), Jones v. Jones (Kay App. 6). 

Where a mortgagee purchases the equity of redemption of the 
property the rule no longer applies, and, accordingly, in an action 
impeaching the transaction he will be forced to produce the deeds 
(Smith v. Barnes, L. R. 1 Eq. 65; Jones v. Jones, Kay App. 6) 
unless he remains mortgagee of part of the property (Greenwood 
y. Rothwell, 7 Beay. 291). It is hardly necessary to say that a 
mortgagee who has been paid off must produce his deeds to the 
mortgagor or persons claiming under him: Cannock vy. Jauncey 
(1 Drew. 497). 

At one time it was held that the mortgagee must produce the 
mortgage deed itself, or an indorsement thereon creating a further 
charge (Phillips v. Evans, 2 Y. & C. Ch. 647) to the mortgagor 
(Patch y. Ward, L. R. 1 Eq. 436), on the ground apparently that 
it was evidence of the mortgagor’s title to redeem. Of course the 
rule applied only to persons who were really entitled to the equity 
of redemption, and, accordingly, when the application was made in 
a suit by a mortgagor he could uot require production till he had 
proved his title: Lloyd v. Wait (12 Sim. 103). The rule is now 
altered, and the mortgagee is not bound to produce the mortgage 
deed (Chichester v. Donegall, L. R. 5 Ch. 497); the present rule 
is in accordance with the older doctrine laid down in Crisp v. 
Platel (8 Beay. 62), Jones v. Jones (Kay App. 6), and in Browne 
vy. Lochart (10 Sim. 420), where it was held that a mortgagee was 
not bound to produce the mortgage deed to a person seeking to 
redeem, though the latter was ignorant of the particulars of the 
security. 

In accordance with the older doctrine, it has even been held that 
a person to whom a mortgage had been transferred pending a suit 
for redemption was not bound to produce the transfer: Gill v. 
Eyton (7 Beav. 155). 

Mortgages after 1881.—It is provided by the 16th section of the 
Conveyancing Act, 1881, that 

‘‘A mortgagor, so long as his right to redeem subsists, shall, by virtue 
of this Act, be entitled from time to time, at reasonable times, on his re- 
quest, and at his own cost and on payment of the mortgagee’s costs and 
expenses in this behalf, to inspect and make copies or abstracts of or from 
the documents of title relating to the mortgaged property in the custody 
or power of the mortgagee. 

**(2) This section applies only to mortgages made after the commence- 
ment of this Act, and shall have effect notwithstanding any stipulation to 
the contrary.” 


In the construction of this section it must be remembered that 


‘‘Mortgagor”’ includes any person from time to time deriving title 
under the original mortgagor, or entitled to redeem a mortgage, accord- 
ing to his estate, interest, or right, in the mortgaged property, and 
‘* mortgagee ’’ includes any person from time to time deriving title under 
the original mortgagee,—Section 2 (vi.). 

Mortgages generally.—The following rules appear to apply to 
mortgages made after 1881 as well as to those made before 1882. 

As between the mortgagee and a stranger, there appears to be 
some doubt whether the mortgagee ought to produce the deeds in 
the absence of the mortgagor. Where A. and B. were tenants in 
common of an estate, and the deeds were in the hands of B.’s 
mortgagee, it was held that A. could not enforce the production of 
the deeds in the absence of A., Expon, C., saying ‘‘a mortgagee 
has no right to shew his mortgegor’s title”: Lambert v. Rogers 
(2 Mer. 489), Hdmonds y. Foley (30 Beav. 283). On the other 
hand, in Balls y. Margrave (4 Beav. 119) a mortgagee of a lessee 
was forced to produce the leaee to the assign of the lessor in the 
absence of the lessor. 

Probably a mortgagor who has retained some of the title deeds 





will be forced to produce them to any person who would have had 
a right to their production if the mortgage had not been made, 
consider Hercy v. Ferrers (4 Beay. 97). 

A trustee holding a mortgage as part of the trust proper:y must 
produce the deeds relating to the mortgaged property to his 
cestui que trusts though the mortgagor objects: Gough v. Offley 
(5 De G. & Sm. 653). 

Jointress—A jointress is not bound to producs her jointure deed 
to the owner of the land charged with it till he has confirmed her 
jointure: Senhouse vy. Earl (2 Ves. sen. 450), Leech v. Trollop 
(2 Ves. sen. 662), Chamberlain v. Knapp (1 Atk. 52), Portsmouth 
v. Suffolk (1 Ves. sen. 30), Ford vy. Perring (1 Ves. jun. 72), 
Petre v. Petre (3 Atk. 511). 

Trustees.— Apparently a trustee is not at liberty to produce 
deeds relating to the trust property to a stranger without the 
permission of his cestui que trusts: see Few vy. Guppy (13 Beav. 
457), Bugden v. Tylee (21 Beay. 545). 

As between himeelf and his cestui que trust, the trustee is 
bound to produce to the latter all the deeds relating to the trust 
property (Sparke v. Montriou, 1 Y. & Col. Ex. 103; Gough v. 
Offey, 5 De G. & Sm. 653; Smith v. Barnes, L. R. 1 Eq. 65; 
Stimpson v. Bathurst, L. R. 5 Ch. 193 ; and Re Cowin, 33 Ch. D. 179, 
where the prior cases are commented on), and to allow him to take 
copies of the deeds: Hx parte Holdsworth (4 Bing. N.C. 386). Ia 
Re Cowin it was decided that any one of several cestui que trusts 
could enforce this right against the trustees without the consent of 
the others. It was also decided that the right extends to the 
inspection of title deeds of land held on trust for sale. 

Solicitor.—It does not come within the scope of these articles to 
discuss the questions that arise as to solicitor’s lien, but we may 
observe that ‘‘ though a solicitor may have a lien on a deed for 
his costs, yet, if his client is bound to produce it for the benefit of 
another person, so must aleo the sulicitor”’: per Reprspatr, C. of 
Ir., Furlong v. Howard (2 Sch. & Lef. 115). But the lien may, 
under the circumstances, prevail against persons claiming under 
his employer: see Pelly v. Wathen (1 De G. M. & G. 16). 

Indenture executed in one part only.—If one part only of an 
indenture is executed, the holder appears to be a trustee of it for 
the other party, and to be bound to produce it for his benefit : 
Blakey vy. Porter (1 Taunt. 386), King v. King (4 Taunt. 666), 
Morrow v. Saunders (1 Brod. & Bing. 318). The case where two 
parts are executed, and one part is lost, is different, and in Street 
v. Brown (6 Taunt. 302; s.c, 1 Marsh, 610), Postmore v. Goring 
(12 J. B. Moore, 363), and Woodcock v. Worthington (2 Y. & Jer. 4) 
production at the instance of the person who had lost his part was 
refused at law. 

Purchaser for value without notice.—It will be observed that 
in none of the cases has the defence of purchaser for value 
without notice been raised as against the person claiming the 
equitable right to production. It is very difficult to see in what 
case the holder of the deeds could fail to have notice of the right 
of the person claiming production, except where two or more 
persons, one of whom has obtained possession of the deeds, claim 
equitable interests in the same property. In every other case the 
person holding the deeds will find on inspecting them that either 
some interest in the entirety or part of the property, or the fee 
simple in part of the property, is vested in another person. The 
case which presents the greatest difficulty is where, on the occa- 
sion of a sale, the deeds are retained by the vendor or handed over 
to the purchaser. But even in this case the person holding the 
deeds will generally find on inspecting them that they relate to 
property not in his possession, so as to give him notice of the 
rights of the person claiming production. In the case of two 
persons claiming equitable interests in the same property, it is 
possible that the person not holding the deeds may be able to 
establish his priority to the person who holds them, and that the 
latter may, as already pointed out (ante, p. 683), be allowed to 
retain them. There is no authority as to the extent of the equit- 
able right of production in cases of this nature, but it should be 
observed that if, as generally happens litigation takes place, the 
probability is that the person who obtains priority will not require 
production, as his rights over the property will have been estab- 
lished by adverse litigation. 

It is, however, right to point out that in Dart’s V. & P., 5th 
ed., p. 160, the learned authors doubt how the equitable right to 
production ‘‘can be enforced, except perhaps sgainst a holder of 
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deeds who took them with notice of his liability to produce 
them.” 

It may also be observed that, except in the above-mentioned 
case, where the contest is between persons claiming equitable 
interests adversely, the person holding the deeds can but rarely 
have any reason for disputing the rights over the property claimed 
by the person seeking production, or for disputing his consequen- 
tial right to production. 

Recapitulation.— First.—The right to production is an equitable 
right exerciseable by the owner of any interest in the land to 
which the deeds relate. 

Second/y.—A person having no interest in the land has no right 
to the production of the title deeds. 

Thirdly.—The heir-at-law is not entitled, as between himself 
and the devisee, to production. This rule is subject to two excep- 
tions— 

(1) Where the heir is unable to make out bis title without 
the aid of some instrument under which the devisee 
claims. 

(2) Where the deeds relate to the pedigree of the heir. 

Fourthly.—The heir in tail is entitled to the production of the 
instrument creating the estate tail, and of the deed creating the 
tenant to the precipe. 

Fifthly.—A vested remainderman is, and a contingent remain- 
derman is not, entitled to production from the tenant for life. 

Sixthly.—Any one of several tenants in common, joint tenants, 
co-parceners, or persons holding land under a common title is 
entitled to production from the others of them. 

Seventhly.—A person entitled to the equity of redemption under 
a mortgage is or is not entitled to production from the mortgagee 
accordingly as the mortgage deed is made after 1881 or before 
1882. 

Eighthly.—A jointress is not bound to produce her jointure 
deed to the owner of the land charged therewith until he has con- 
firmed her jointure. 

Ninthly.—A trustee is bound to produce the deeds relating to 
the trust property to the cestui que trusts. 

Tenthly.—Probably a person holding the deeds cannot success- 
fully oppose the right to production on the ground of his being a 
purchaser for value without notice. 








HOW TO PREPARE A DEBTOR’S STATEMENT OF 
AFFAIRS IN BANKRUPTCY. 


OTHER LIABILITIES AND BILLs. 


Tne official list D. is headed simply “‘ liabilities,” and debtors, misled 
by this word, have been known to repeat all their liabilities on this list, 
disregarding the qualification of the sub-head, which says ‘‘ not other- 
wise scheduled.” In the front sheet this same list D. is termed 
‘¢ other liabilities,” which is the more correct description. 

List D. is intended for uncertain, indirect, or contingent liabilities, 
for which usually the debtor has received no consideration, and the 
chief point to be attended to is to state the nature and amount of the 
liability, and whether the same is expected to rank against the estate, 
inserting of course the proper dates. When the liability is expected 
to rank the figures will also appear in the second money column, 
which otherwise would only be marked ‘‘ nil” or dotted through. 

This list is not in great demand, partly because the items proper to 
be set out here are not numerous, and also because debtors do not 
sufficiently distinguish differences between their liabilities, and often 
insert on list A. claims which should appear on list D. The most 
common item on list D. refers to the debtor's liability as surety for 
others, or on accommodation bills. The form makes no special pro- 
vision—i.e., under a separate heading—for shewing whether the 
liability is for value received or without consideration. It is desirable 
to state this therefore in specifying the nature of the liability. The 
debtor may be surety for cash advanced to another, in which case the 
liability is one for which he received no consideration, and if it is 
treated as ranking against the debtor's estate the full amount of the 
claim can be written off in explaining the deficiency. If, however, the 
transaction is for the joint accommodation of the debtor and another 
and the debtor receives part of the cash advanced while becoming 
liable for the whole, this should appear, and the nature of the liability 
would be ‘‘as surety for £20 advanced to myself and so-and-so of 
which I received £12.” Any liability beyond the amount received by 
the debtor is a liability without consideration. Liability for unpaid 


shares, and in respect of contracts, leases, &c., should also be entered 
on list D. as follows :— 
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Lists F, and J. are not much used, especially in the smaller estates 
with which solicitors have most to do in the preparation of the state- 
ment. Both lists deal with bills other than the debtor's own accept- 
ances—in the first case as liabilities, in the second as assets. The 

ints to be attended to in list F. are the same as in list D., and the 
sha of the various columns give sufficient indication of what is 

uired. These ask for the ‘‘ acceptor’s name, address, and occupa- 
tion,” whether the debtor is liable as drawer or indorser, when the 
bill becomes due, the amount thereof, and the name, address, and 
occupation of the person holding the acceptance. It is assumed that 
these are bills received by the debtor in the usual course of trade for 
value received. List F., when completed, shews a list of current 
bills which have been paid to others or discounted by the debtor, and 
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upon which he is liable either as indorser or drawer until the 
acceptors have taken them up. If the acceptor is expected to meet 
the Lill when due, the amount of such bill will not be entered as 
“ranking against the estate for dividend.” Each bill must be valued 
separately in this respect. 

In list J. appear the trade bills or promissory notes that have not 
been paid away or discounted, but are still held by the debtor await- 
ing maturity. All such documents must be delivered to the official 
receiver immediately on the receiving order being made, and if this 
has been done the fact and date of such delivery may be recorded in 
a footnote on the list. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


BELFIELD v. TAYLOR—Pollock, B., 4th September. 
JUDGMENT—RECEIVER—PETITION—SERVICE OUT OF THE JURISDICTION. 


In this case a question arose as to the power of the court to give leave 
to serve a petition outof the jurisdiction. This was d petition on behalf 
of Mr. J. P. Belfield for leave to serve a petition on Mr. J. F. Taylor, a 
gentleman formerly living in Devonshire, but now out of the jurisdiction 
inIreland. The petitioner was a judgment creditor, and had obtained 
the appointment of a receiver of a house and Jand in Devonshire belonging 
to the respondent. The petition asked for leave to sell the property. 

Potiock, B., gave leave to serve the petition out of the jurisdiction ; 
liberty to apply.—Counset, W. M. Cann. Souicrror, F. Needham. 


In re THE SOUTH AFRICAN GOLD FIELDS CO. (LIM.) AND THE SOUTH 
AFRICAN GOLD FIELDS EXPLORATION CO. (LIM).—Pollock, B., 
4th September. 


Company — Name Srrvucx orr Reaister or Joint-Stock Companies — 
ResTtoRATION or Name—‘‘ CarryinG on Busingss or IN OPERATION ?— 
Companies Act, 1880 (43 Vicr. c. 19), s. 7. 


In these cases a question arose as to whether the above-named com- 
ies were, at the time of the striking off of their names from the 
el of Joint-Stock Companies ‘‘ carrying on business or in operation,”’ 
so as to entitle them to have their names restored to the register. These 
were petitions presented by the above-named companies asking that the 
names of the companies might be restored to the Register of Joint-Stock 
Companies, and that the registrar might be directed to advertise in his 
official name in the London Gazette the order of the court to be made on 
the petitions. It appeared that on the 7th of May, 1889, at a meeting of 
the company, a special resolution was passed, and subsequently con- 
firmed, that Mr. Jonas Bergtheil should be appointed sole manager and 
director of the South African Gold Fields Co. (Limited), with power 
to resuscitate, reconstruct, or liquidate the company. Mr. Bergtheil was 
an original subscriber to the memorandum of association of the company, 
and was a director and shareholder. The consideration was that all Mr. 
Bergtheil’s expenses should be paid, and one-half of the surplus (if any) 
should be received by him. The Exploration Co. was formed in 1868, 
and on the Ist of April, 1870, they obtained a verbal grant or con- 
cession from Lo Bengula, King of the Matabele nation, to carry on 
mining operations in a certain portion of his territory. This grant or 
concession was afterwards ratified | by a written agreement signed by the 
King with his mark and sealed with the Royal seal. The agree- 
ment stated that among the Matabele nation the verbal promise 
of the King was regarded as sufficient guarantee, but in deference 
to the customs of white men he executed the document. In 1871 
the Exploration Co. eed to sell the concession to the newly- 
formed South African Gold Fields Oo. (Limited) for £10,000 in 
shares of the new company. That agreement had not been carried out. 
In 1883 the Exploration Co. and in 1884 the South African Gold Fields 
Co. were struck off the register by the Registrar of Joint-Stock Companies. 
Section 7 of the Companies Act, 1880, provides: ‘‘(1) Where the Registrar 
of Joint-Stock Companies has reasonable cause to believe that a company, 
whether registered before or after the passing of this Act, is not carrying 
on business or in operation, he shall send to the company by post a letter 
inquiring whether the company is carrying on business or in operation. (2) 
If the registrar does not, within one month of sending the letter, receive 
any answer thereto, he shall, within fourteen days after the expiration of 
the month, send to the company by post a registered letter referring to 
the first letter, and stating that no answer thereto has been received by 
the registrar, and that if an answer is not received to the second letter 
within one month from the date thereof, a notice will be published in the 
Gozette with a view to striking the name of the company off the register. 
(3) If the registrar either receives an answer from the company to the 
effect that it is not carrying on business or in operation, or does not, 
Within one month after sending the second letter, receive any answer 
thereto, the registrar may publish in the Gazette and send to the company 
&notice that, at the expiration of three months from the date of that 
notice, the name of the company mentioned therein will, unless cause is 
thewn to the contrary, be struck off the register, and the company will be 
dissolved. (4) At the expiration of the time mentioned in the notice, the 
Tegistrar may, unless cause to the contrary is shewn by such company, 
strike the name of such company off the register, and shall publish notice 
thereof in the Gazette, and on the publication in the Gazette of such !ast- 


dissolved: Provided that the liability (if any) of every director, managing 
officer, and member of the company shall continue, and may be enfor 

as if the company had not been dissolved. (5) If any company or member 
thereof feels aggrieved by the name of such company having been struck 
off the register in pureuance of this section, the company or member may 
apply to the superior court in which the company is liable to be wound up ; 
and such court, if satisfied that the company was, at the time of the striking 
off, carrying on business or in operation, and that it is just so to do, may 
order the name of the company to be restored to the register, and there- 
upon the company shall] be deemed to have continued in existence as if the 
name thereof had never been struck off ; and the court may by the order 
give such directions and make such provisions as seem just for placing 
the company and all other persons in the same position as nearly as may 
be as if the name of the company had never been struck off.”’ Counsel 
for the companies said that the concession from King Lo Bengula had 
now become valuable, and an agreement had been come to to sell it, but 
there was nobody to execute that or the agreement of 1871, as the names 
of the companies had been struck off the register. The court had juris- 
diction under the Companies Act, 1880, s. 7: Buckley on Companies, p 

566; Palmer’s Company Precedents (4th ed.), p. 495; Chadwyck- 
Healey’s Company Law, p. 665; In re Outlay Assurance Society (34 Oh. D. 
479). If a company had any assets, it was ‘‘ in operation ’’ : In re Financial 
Corporation (Limited) (27 Soxtcrrors’ Journat, 299). Oounsel for the 
Registrar of Joint-Stock Companies said that the companies at the time of 
the striking off were not “ ——s on business or in operation” within the 
terms of the Act. They never had carried on any business. The regis- 
trar had written the letters required by the statute, but had received no 
reply, and no returns had been filed. 

Potiock, B., made an order amending the petition by adding Mr. 
Jonas Bergtheil as joint petitioner, and, the petitioners on the amended 
petition undertaking to make the proper statutory returns to the regis- 
trar, and to give notice to the registrar of the office of the company, and 
undertaking to pay the costs of the registrar on this application, made the 
order as prayed.—CounskL, Marten, Q.C., and C, E, Jenkins; M. Muir 
Mackenzie. Soxrctrors, Saunders, Hawksford, Bennett, § Co. ; Solicitor to 
the Board of Trade. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Cuartes Henry Anpverson, Q.C., M.P., died at Johannisberg, 
South Africa, on the 25th ult. Mr. Anderson was the son of the Rev. 
Robert Anderson, and was born in 1838. He was called to the bar at the 
Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1867. He was a member of the South- 
Eastern Circuit. He was at one time extensively engaged in legal tuition, 
and he was not long in acquiring a good junior business, both on circuit 
and in London. Among the more important actions in which he was 
engaged were Hill v. Metropolitan Asylums Board and Weldon v. Winslow. 
He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1885, and at the General Election of that 
year he contested the counties of Elgin and Nairn as an advanced 
Liberal, but was defeated by Sir George Grant. At the General Election 
of 1886 Sir G. Grant stood as a Liberal Unionist, and Mr. Anderson won 
the seat by 119 votes. He was an active opponent of the Irish policy of 
the Government. Mr. Anderson was married to the daughter of Mr. 
Edmund Pontifex. 


Mr. Joseru Borromiey Fretn, barrister, M.P., Deputy-Chairman of the 
London County Council, died at Chamounix, Switzerland, a few days ago 
from the effects of a sunstroke. Mr. Firth was the eldest son of Mr. Joseph 
Bottomley. He was born in 1842, and he assumed the additional name of 
Firth by Royal licence in 1873. He was an LL B. of the University of 
London. He was called to the bar at the Middle Templein Trinity Term, 
1866, and he practised on the North-Eastern Circuit. He had formerly a 
considerable criminal business at the Middlesex Sessions and the Central 
Criminal Court, and he was till recently one of the prosecuting counsel to 
the Post Office on the North-Eastern Circait. From 1876 till 1879 he was 
a member of the School Board for London for the Chelsea Division. At 
the General Election of 1880 he was elected M.P. for the borough of 
Chelsea in the Liberal interest, as the colleague of Sir Charles Dilke. In 
1885, after the sub-division of that borough, he contested the division of 
North Kensington, but was beaten by Sir Roper Lethbridge, and in 
the following year he unsuccessfully contested the West Division of 
Newington against Mr. Radcliffe Cooke. In February, 1888, he was 
returned for the borough of Dundee by a majority of 3,639. Mr. Firth 
had for many years been a zealous advocate of the establishment of a 
municipality for the whole of London. On the parsing of the Local 
Government Act, 1888, he was elected a member of the London County 
Council for the Haggerston Division of Shoreditch by a large majority, 
and he was soon atterwards elected deputy-chairman of the Council ata 
salary of £2,000 a year. Mr. Firth was married in 1873 to the daughter 
of Mr. George Tatham, of Leeds, and he leaves one son and one daughter. 





APPOINTMENTS. ; 
Mr. Cuarzes Davis, solicitor, of Glossop, has been appointed Coroner 
for the Peak Districc of Derbyshire. Mr. Davies was admitted a solicitor 
in 1874, 
Mr. Epwarp Txomas Cxiarx, solicitor, of Goole and Snaith, has been 
appointed Clerk to the Goole Drainage Commissioners. Mr. Olark was 
admitted a solicitor in 1872. 





mentioned notice the company whose name is so struck off shall be 








710 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. _ 








- Sept, 7, 1889, 





Mr. Cuartes Gostz Cuamrion, solicitor, of 17, Ironmonger-lane, and 
of Eastbourne and Hailsham, has been appointed a Commissioner for 
taking Affidavits in the High Court of Judicature at Madras, and a 
Commissioner for taking the Acknowledgements of Married Women in 
respect of property in India. 

Mr. Epvwrn Ho 1, solicitor, of Manchester, has been appointed a Com- 
missioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Frank James, jun., solicitor, of Merthyr Tydfil, Cardiff, and Aber- 
dare, has been appointed Clerk to the Merthyr Tydfil Board of Guardians, 
Assessment Committee, School Attendance Committee, and Rural Sani- 
tary Authority, on the resignation of his father, Mr. Frank James, sen. 
Mr. James, jun., was admitted a solicitor in 1884. 


Mr. Wituram Cooke Keri1z, solicitor (of the firm of Riley & Kettle), 
of Wolverhampton, has been appointed Registrar of the Dudley County 
Court (Circuit No. 23) and District-Registrar under the Judicature Acts. 
Mr. Kettle is the son of His Honour Sir Rupert Kettle, judge of 
county courts for Circuit No. 23. He was admitted a solicitor in 1884. 


Lord Kinnear, judge of the Court of Session in Scotland, has been 
appointed Chairman of the Commiesioners under the Universities (Scot- 
land) Act, 1889. 

Mr. Tuomas Baynzs, Solicitor-General of Barbados, has been appointed 
a Puisne Judge of the Leeward Islands, in succession to the late Mr. 
Justice Pemberton. Mr. Justice Baynes was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple in July, 1878. 

Mr. Evan Monruis, solicitor and notary, of Wrexham and Ruabon, has 
received the honour of knighthood on the occasion of the Queen’s visit to 
North Wales. Sir E. Morris was admitted a rolicitor in 1872. He is clerk 
to deputy lieutenants for the Wrexham Division. He is mayor of Wrex- 
ham for the current year, and he is also a magistrate for the borough. 

Mr. Ricuarp Roorz Lintuorne, solicitor, of Southampton, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths, and take affidavits, affirm- 
ations, statutory declarations and acknowledgments of deed, and other 
documents for use within the Island of Newfoundland and its depen- 
dencies. 

Mr. Frepertck CuHaries Arun, solicitor, of Banbury, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature. 








CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DiIssoLuTIon. 

Jamgs ANsTEY WILD, £en., Georce Ricuanp Brownz, and JAmMes ANSTEY 
Wi, jun. (Wild, Browne, & Wild), No. 10), Ironmonger-lane, Cheap- 
ride, London, solicitors. May 2. As regards the said James Anstey 
Wild, jun. 

James AnstEy WILD, sen., and GronGce Ricuarp Brownz (Wild, Browne, 
& Wild), No. 103, Ircnmonger-lene, Cheapside, London, solictors. 
Aug. 31. [ Gazette, Sept. 3. 





GENERAL. 

According to Kemp's Mercantile Gozette the number of failures in Eng- 
land and Wales gezetted during the week ending the 3lst of August was 
reventy-four. The number in the corresponding week of Jast year was 
eeventy, chewing an increase of four, being a net decrease in 1889, to date, 
of 124. 

At the Brentford Petty Sessions, on the 31st of August, Dr. William 
Michael Heaviside Whitmarsh, of Hounslow, was summoned for having 
failed to obey a summons of Mr. Diplock, coroner, issued in pursuance of 
the Corcners Act, 1887, requiring bim to attend aninquest, without good 
erd evflicicnt cause. Evidence wes given by the coroner that he held an 
inquest, st which the defendant gave evidence, but was cross-examined 
by the jury, who were ro dist ati: fied that the inquest was adjourned for 
the attendance of another medical men. At the adjourned inquest the 
defendent did not attend. The contention for the defence was that the 
defendant did not hear the proclamation adjourning the court read, and 
that, as he hed been paid his fee at the first inquest, he was discharged 
from further attendance. The Bench came to the conclusion that it was 
more an error of judgment than wilful opposition to the order of the 
coroner, but that the contention as to the payment of the fee was untenable, 
oy was paid before the case commenced. The defendant was fined 10s. 
ard costs. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Aug. 30. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 

LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

A1EXANDRA PALACE AND PakK CoO, LimITED—By an order made by Pollock, B, 
dated Aug 21, it was ordered that the company be wound up Markby & Co, 
Coleman st, colors for petners 

*AUTOMATIC TRADING CO, LimiTED—Chitty. J, has fixed Sept 10, at 11, at his 
chambers, for the appointment of an ¢ fficial liquidator 

BritisH AND COLONIAL LAND ASSCCIATION, LiMITED—By an order made by 
Pelicck, B, dated Aug 21, it wes crdered that the association be wound up 
Fmith & Scne, Lircoln’s inn fields, agents for Spencer & Clarkson, Keighley, 
solors for petners 

COLORADO GOLD, SILVER, AND LEAD HECOVEKY SYNDICATE, LIMITED—Petn for 
winding up, presented Aug 47, directed to be heard before Pollock, B, on 
Wednesday, Sept ill eal, Serjeants’ inn, Temple, solor for petner 

MaGnNeETIC 1RON MOUNTAINS SMELTING CO, Lim1TED—Petn for windin 

eented Aug 23, directed to be heard before Pollock, B, on Sept 11 

Lumiey, Conduit st, solors for petners 


up, pre- 
umley & 


ed 
Woop HovsE Park AND GARDENS, LimiTeD—Petn for winding up, presenteg 
Aug 28, directed to be heard before the Vacation Judge on Sept 11 Cooper & 
Bake, Portman eq, solors for petner 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES. 
SUSPENDED FOR THREE MONTHS. 
ALBION FRIENDLY Society, Cardigan Arms, Glanymor,‘ Llanelly, Carmarthen 
ug 21 
Biwcn Evian Society oF TRUE IVOEITES FRIENDLY SOCIETY, Rose and Crown 
Inn, Eglwysilan, Treforest, Glamorgan Aug 21 
FEMALE PRIENDLY Society, School-house, Cosby, Leicester Aug 27 
FRIENDLY Society, Copley Arms, Hessenford, St Germans, Cornwall Aug 97 
MorrFupp Socie1y or TRUE IvoriTEs St Davip’s UNsTY FRIBNDLY Socigry, New 
Inn, Cymmer, Pontypridd, Glamorgan Aug 2t 
PORTHLEVEN TEMPERANCE BENEFIT SOCIETY, Bible Christian Chapel, Porthleyen 
Helston, Cornwall Aug 27 , 
PRIDE OF THE VILLAGE FRIENDLY SocrEry, Plough Inn, Sand‘acra, near Not. 
tingham, Derby Aug 27 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Sept. 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
ALEXANDRA PALACE AND Pagk Co, Limirrp—Pollock, B, has fixed Tuesday, Sept 
17, at 11, at his chambers, for the appointment of an ofticial iiquidator 
BARTON: UPON- HUMBER AND DIsTRIcT WATER Co, LimITED—The Vacation Judge 
has, by an order dated Aug 20, appointed John Sawyer, 3, Adelaide pl, London 
bdge, to be official liquidator 
IMPERIAL CoLLEGE, LIMITED—Petn, presented Aug 31, directed to be heard 
before Pollock, B, on Sept 11 Loyd, Queen st, Cheapside solor for petners 
New Durnam Sart Co, LimiteD—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 7 
directed to be heard before North, J, on Sept 11 Pritchard & Co, Painters! 
tiali, Little Trinity lane, solors for petner 
TibaGy DREDGING Co, Lim1TtED—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 29, directed 
to be heard before the Vacation Judge on Sept 11 May & Co, Adelaide pl, 
London bdge, solors for petner 
Tivort, LimiTED—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 2, directed to be heard 
before Chitty, J, on [Saturday, Oct 26 Fladgates, Craig’s ct, Charing Cross, 
solor for petner 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day OF CLAIM. 

London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Sept. 3. 


BATEMAN, JOHN FREDEBIC LA TROBE, Abingdon st, Civil Engineer. Jans, La 
Trobe Bateman v Barttelot, North, J. Eland, Trafalgar sq 
SKIDMORE, JOHN WILLIAM, Matlock Bridge, Derby, Solicitor. Oct25. Elsey 


Skidmore, Stirling, J. Taylor, Bakewell 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 
Last Day OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Aug 27. 
fom, 3 OHN, ee Kirkby in Ashfield, Notts, retired Farmer. Oct 4, Alcock, 
anstiel¢ 


35° 


BaTrinG, JOHN, Minehead, Somerset, Wine Merchant. Sept 2i. Winser, 
Chancery lane 
BLANTERN, FRANCES, Hampton, nr Malpas, Chester. Sept 10. Brassey, Chester 


Bois, WILLIAM THORNHILL, Gorehurst, Bournemouth, Retired Colonel in the 
Army. Sept15. Rix, Beccles, Suffo! 

Bonp, MARTHA, Blazeby’s bldgs, Norwich. Sept 30. Sadd & Bacon, Norwich 

Dixon, HENRY, Kingston upon Hull, Draper. Septi0. T & A Priestman, Hull 

Downes, HENRY, Harrogate, Gent. Oct1. Peach, Harrogate 

Fox, —— qever, Mansfield, Notts, Licensed Victualler. Oct. 4. Alcock, 

ansfie!« 

Gray, Tuomas, Birmingham, retired Painter. Sept 14. Hadley, Birmingham 

HUCKIN, JOSEPH, Chadliogton, Oxon, Farmer. Oct1:. Kilby & Mace, Chipping 
Norton 

LEONARD, PETER, Hornsea in Holderness, Yorks, formerly Farmer, Oct 14, 
England & Co, Hull : 

LinGakD, GEORGE, Birmingham, Die Sinker. Sept 14. Rowlands & Co, Bir- 


mingham - 
LOWE, WILLIAM, Whitwell, Derby, Grocer. Alcock, Mansfield 
Davies, Weston super 


Marts, Mary, East Brentford, Scmersct. 


Oct 4, 
dept 2s, 


are 

Mites, Epwarp Peacn Wi1L11AM, Gracechurch st, Merchant. Sept 30. Steay- 
enson & Couldwel), Graceciu: ch st 

PALMER, JOHN, King’s Lypn, Gent, Sept 21. 
Market 

PENFOLD, JOHN, Brighton, Retired Corn Merchant. 
Brighton 

ROWE, ALFRED Tom, Coventry. 

Su agp, JouUN WILLIAM, Boundesry rd, Finchley rd. 
Devonehire terr, Portland pl 

Simons, GEORGE, Castle Grove, Nottingham, E:y. Sept 30. Maples & McCraith, 


Nottingham ‘ 
SPENCER, RIicHAkD CHARLES, Kempsey, Worcester, Gent. Oct 14. Ovwston, 


Leicester 
STRANGE, JAMES, New Windsor, Grocer. Sept 25. Long & Co, Windsor 


TAMPLIN, AUGUSTUS LECHMERE, Mulgrave rd, West Brompton, Organist. Sept 


24. Glynes, Mark lane 

TATTERSALL, HENRY, Leyland, Lancs, Farmer. Sept 10. Dean & Son, Preston 

THORNTON, JOSEPH, Kensington pk rd, Gent. Sept 30, Tahourdins & Co, Vic 
toria st, Westminster 

TURNBULL, GEORGE, Abbots Langley, Herts, Esq. Sept 30. F. & A. Haines, 
Hart st, Bloomsbury sq ; 

WooDROW, SARAH, Surrey mews, Norwich. Sept 30. Sadd & Bacon, Norwich 

London Gazette.—FRiIDAY, Aug. 30. 

ARMSTRONG, MArGanReET, Sunderland. Sept 30. Huntly, Sunderland 

BEER, JAMES HENRY, Canterbury, Grocer. Eept 20. Young, Newgate st 

BLUETT, WILLIAM JAMES GKFFRARD, Leeston, Canterbury, New Zealand, Aue 


Reed & Wayman, Downham 
Sept 30. Trevor & Co 


Oct 5. Woodcock & Uo, Coventry 
Sept 29. Indermaur & Co, 


tioneer. Sept 29. Leonard & Leonard, New Broad st 
Bugt, Uniau, Yeovil, Somerset, Gent. Sept 29. Newman & Co, Yeovil 
CLAYTON, RICHARD CLAYTON BROWNE, Adlingtcn, Lancashire. Oct 15. Tice 
huret & Sons, Cheltenham ; be 
Coon, edge Goulton rd, Lower Clapton. Oct 9. Hunter & Davies, King 
Villiam st 
DREWITT, JOHN, Houghton, nr Arundel, Sussex, Yeoman. Sept 30, Amoldé 


Co, Chichester 








BERNER, GEORGE MANSFIELD, Banbury, Gent, Octii. Bliss, Banbury 
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, Wirt14M Henry, Burghclere, nr Newbury, Berks, Esq. Oct 16. Olarke | NUGENT, Eyre TRENCH JOHN RICHARD, Forebridge, Stafford, Lieut. Col. in 20d 
Stafford Militia. Sept 28. Hand & Co, Stafford 


& Co., Gresham House, Old Broad st 


G@RINDLAY, EL1zABETH, Beatrice rd, Bermondsey, Sept{s0. E. W. & R. Oliver, 


Corbet ct, Gracechurch s 


t 
Hatt, JoHN, Hitchin, Herts, Sack Manufacturer. Oct1. Wright, Hitchin 





OrpDoyNO, ANN, Woolpack lane, Nottingham. 
PENKIVIL, FRayces, Grove House, East Peckham. Oct 1. Stenning, Tonbridge 


‘0 
Oct1, Ashwell, Nottingham 


no, THomAs Epwin, Hadley, Herts, Gent. Sept 29, Chamberlayne & Pick, JAMES MAYER, Lower Thames st, Wine Merchant, Oct 23, Ashley & Co, 


Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 


HowakpD, JAMES, Rochdale, Blacksmith. Oct 4, Standring, Rochdale 


Frederick's pl, Old J 
| PootTon, RicHaRD, Birmingham, Tinner. Sept 29. Holden, Birmingham 


ewry 


Hupson, Marian, Liverpool st, King’s Cross, Sept 29, Bonner & Co, Ingram | Rraa, SuSANNAN, Southport. Oct1. Eccles & Dempster-Smith, Liverpool 


House, Fenchurch st 


JARRETT, ALFRED, Winchelsea, Sussex, Innkeeper. Oct 5. Dawes, Rye 
Bradford & Co, Swindon 
LEFTWICH, ERNEST GEORGE, Clapham rd, formerly Statiozer, Sept £0. Barnard, 


LARGE, MarrA, Rodborne Cheney, Wilts. Oct 1. 


Westminster Bridge rd 


MakERS, Mary, East Brent, Somerset. Sept 28. Davics, Weston super Mare 
McConnocui&, JOHN, Cardiff, Civil Engineer. Oct 25. Shirley & Sons, Cardiff 
MILLWARD, JOHN, Birmingham, Scale Beam Manufacturer. 


Birmingham 


zg: 
MoRLEY, JOHN, Scarborough, Labourer. Oct2. Drawbridge, Scarborough 
MoRLEY, Maky, Scarborough. Oct 2. Drawbridge, Scarborough 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


London Gaszette—F RIDAY, Aug. 30, 


BoaacusT, WILLIAM GEORGE, Christchurch, South- 
ampton, ‘trocer Poole Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
Boyp, THoMAS Jouy, Kiagston upon Hull, Smack 
Owner Kingstonupon Hull Pet Aug 26 Ord 
Aug 26 
CHANDLER, Kent, 


EDWARD ELGAR, Upper Deal, 
Farmer Canterbury Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 


CoLttIns, GEORGE Brown, Alnwick, Northumber- | 


Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug 28 


DE MAUROVICH, GUISEPPE, King’s Lynn, Superin- 
tendent of Grain Cargoes King’s Lynn Pet Aug 
12 Ord Avg 26 

De MOoUNCIE, AMEDEE THORNTON BARON, Raw- 
lings st, Chelsea High Court Pet July 12 Ord 
Aug 27 

Dickinson, Isaac, Parton, Cumberland, 
Whitehaven Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 24 


Grocer 


DyER, WILLIAM, Birmingham, Baker Birmingham | 


Pet Aug 1_ Ord Aug 26 

HAGGERSTON, ROBERT, Middleton St George, Dur- 
bam, Painter Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
borough Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

HAL, EDMUND, Great Grimsby, Boot Maker Great 
Grimsby_ Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

HARMER, JOHN, Sparkbrook, Worcestershire, 
Baker Birmiagham Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 26 

HarPEB, EpWIN_ JOSEPH, Market st, Mayfair, 
Greengrocer High Uourt Pet Aug 27 Ord 
Aug 27 

HILLBECK, JAMES, jun, Kirkland, Kendal, West- 
morland, Labourer Kendal Pet Aug 27 Ord 
Aug 27 

HuMPHRIES, GEORGE Coomss, Toll End, Tipton, 
Staftordshire, Grocer Dudley Pet Aug 23 Ord 
Aug 23 

Hyatt, Bos, Little Wolford, 
Labourer Banbury Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

JonEs, ADAM, Millom, Cumberland, Grocer White- 
haven Pet Aug 26 Ord Ang 26 

JONES, ELIZABETH, Newcastle in Emlyn, Carnarvon- 
shire, Draper Carmarthen Pet Aug 24 Ord 


Aug 24 
Kina, Gzoncz, Farnborough, Southampton, Builder 
Guildford and Godalming Pet Aug 27 Ord 


Aug 27 

LAWRENCE, EDWIN, Leicester, Joiner Leicester 
Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

LIVERSIDGE, ExxioTT, Huddersfield, Electric En- 
rineer Huddersfield Pct Aug27 Ord Aug 27 

Morcan, EDWARD JOHN, Llanbadarnfawr, Cardigan- 
shire, Auctioneer Aberystwith Pet Aug 26 


ug 

NICHOLSON, THOMAS, Darlington, Durham, Furni- 
ture Broker Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
borough Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

PENTONY, HENRY, Hamsell st, Tie Manufacturer 
High Court Pet Aug28 Ord Aug 28 

PRESTON, ALFRED PRINCE, late of Middlesborough, 
Chemist Middlesborough Pet Aug 16 Ord 


ug 28 
Rmeway, THOMAS ARCHER, Regent st, Gent High 
Court Pet Aug3 Ord Aug 26 
THomas HOWARTH, and HuGH RiMMER and 


GEORGE WALTERS, Chester, Curriers Chester 
Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 
ROBERTS, ILLIAM HENRY, Tonypandy, Glam, 


Grocer Pontypridd Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
Rocke, CHARLES, Impington and Histon, Cantab, 
Fatmer Cambridge Ord Aug27 Ord Aug 27 
SETTLE, WILLIAM HENRY, Leeds, Fancy Stationer 

Leeds Pet Aug26 Ord Aug 26 
SHOESMITH, 
Bradford Pet Aug27 Ord Aug 27 
STABLEFORD, JAMES BROWN, Leicester, Grocer Lei- 
cester Pet Aug26 Ord — 26 
ASKER, ANDREW, Manchester, P: 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
ARD, 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
Wang, Tom, Horncastle, Lincs, Tailor Lincoln Pet 
Aug i4 Ord Aug 26 


rinter Manchester 


WHITFIELD, HENRY WEBB, Birmingham, late Estate | 


Agent Birmingham Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


ASHWORTH, HENRY, and JoserH ASHWORTH, Wood- ' 


Warwickshire, | 


HENRY CHARLES, Bradford, Grocer | 


WILL1AM, Doncaster, Innkeeper Sheffield | 


Finsbury circus 
WHITEHEAD, 


ILLIAM, Mile End rd, Grocer. 


| ROBERTSON, ELi1zABgTH MAHALA, Claphamrd. Sept 30. Keeble, Gresham st 
TItDESLEY, JouN, Great Marlow, Bucks, Chemist. Oct 12, Wootton & Sons, 


Sept 30. Moggridge, Furnival’s 


nn 
Woop, DANIEL, Hastings, Cordwainer. Oot 26. Meadows & Co, Hastings 








Sept 30. Colmore, 








bottom, Walsden, nr Tudmorden, Lancs, Cotton 
} Manufacturers Oct 3 at 3 Exchange Hotel, 
| Nicholas st, gy 
| BARRINGTON, HENRY Epwarp, Manchester, Yarn 
Agent Sept 5at3 Off Rec, Ogden’s chmbrs, 
| Bridge st, Manchester 
| Boaaust, WiLt1amM GEoRGE, Christchurch, South- 
| ampton, Grocer Sept9at12.30 Off Rec, 


ury 
CHANDLER, EDWARD ELGAR, hyd Deal, Kent, 
| Farmer Sept 9at1.30 Black Horse Hotel, Deal 
Corrry, THoMAS REA, Cow Cross st, Smithfield, Pro- 
vision Merchant Sept 9 at 1230 33, Carey st, 
| Lincoln’s inn fields 
COHEN, SAMUEL, Margate, Hairdresser Sept 9 at 
| "4.15 53, High st, Margate 
| Dickinson, Isaac, Parton, Cumberland, Grocer Sept 
9at2 67, Duke st, Whitehaven 
EARL, STEPHEN, London wall, Gas Engineer Sept 10 
at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s 
| inn fields 
ENGLISH, THomMas BARRY, Canterbury, Physician 
Sept 9at11.30 Off Rec, 5, Castle st. Canterbury 
FLANDERS, JOSEPH, Walton on the Naze, Essex, 
Grocer Sept 7at12 Ewen & Roberts, 42, Outer 
Temple, Strand 
GARDINER, THEODORE SENIOR, Harold rd, Norwood, 
Gent Sept9at12 119, Victoria st, Westminster 


at 12.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Bristol 
GIBSON, SOULSBY WILSON, Spennymoor, Durham, 


HEINTZ, FREDERICK WILLIAM, London wall, Mer- 
ry Sept ilati1 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


fie 

HI, Reuben, Hazelbank villas, Philip lane, West 
green, Tottenham, Builder Septitat12 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Houtman, Horace, East Ardsley, Yorks, Butcher 
Sept 6atit Off Rec, Bond ter, Wakefield 

JONES, ADAM, Millom, Cumberland, Grocer Sept 10 
ati0 67, Duke st, Whitebaven 

KNIGHT, WILLIAM THOMAS, Queen’s parade, Clap- 
ham Junction, Upholsterer Sept9at3 119, Vic- 

_ toria st, Westminster 

KORNER, FREDERICK CHARLES HENRY, Redcliffe, 

| Bristol, Pipe Merchant Septi2ati2 Oif Rec, 

Bank chmbrs, Bristol 





LAXDY, RoBEkT HENRY DENCH, Blair st, Poplar, 
Fruiterer Septitat12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
| inn fields 
| LAWRENCE, EDWIN, Leicester, Joiner Sept 9 at 3 
| Off Rec, 28, Friar lane, Leicester 
LIVERSIDGE, LLIoTT, Huddersfield, Electric 
Engineer Sept 10 at3 Haigh & tSon, solors, 
New st, Huddersfield 
NEWPORT, RICHARD, Hastingleigh, Kent, Farmer 
Sept 9 at 9.45 Saracen’s Hotel, Ashfor 
a, HENRY, Seaton, Devon, Builder Sept 6 at 
12 The Castle, Exeter 
PENDLETON, JAMES, Liverpool, Ironfounder Sept 9 
at2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
| REES, WILLIAM JONES, Walton, nr Liverpool, Pawn- 
| broker Sept 9 at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
| Liverpool 
| ROOKE, OHARLES, Impington and Histon, Cambs, 
Farmer Sept 11 at 12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, 
Cambridge 
RovuQuETTE, HENRY SEYMOUR, Finsbury circus, 
Merchant Sept24at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Lin- 
coln’s inn p 
SHOESMITH, HENRY CHARLES, Bradford, Grocer Sept 
10 at i Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Sims, JAMES FREDERICK CARL, Richmond terr, Olap- 
ham rd, formerly Licensed Victualler Sept 12 at 
12,20 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Soromon, Lewis, late Beech st, Barbican Sept 12 
atil 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
| STABLEFORD, JAMES BrRowN, Leicester, Grocer Sept 
9at 12.30 Off Rec, 28, Friar lane, Leicester 
STEVENS, ANDREW LEAH, Penryn and ‘Trevervah, 
Budock, Cornwall, Grocer Sept7 at 12 Off Rec, 
Boscawen st. Trurv 
Sutton, G F, Oakley eq. Regent’s pk, Gent Sept 12 
at12 33, Carey st, Lincoin’s inn 
WILSON, FREDERICK JOHN, Bristol, Watchmaker 
Sept 12 at 11.30 Oft Rec, Bank chmbrs, Bristol 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


APPLETON, THomas, Ormskirk, Lancs, Bootdealer 
Liverpool PetJuly 31 Ord Aug 27 


GaTH, ELLEN, Bishopston, Bristol, Widow Sept 12 | 


Grocer Sept 6 at4.30 Three Tuns Hotel, Durham | Augé Ord Aug 27 
‘4 | Hagerrston, Robert, Middleton St George, Dur- 





WARNING TO INTENDING HOUSE PuRCHASERS & LESSEES.—Before purchasing or 
renting a house have the Sanitary arrangementsthoro 

| from ‘The Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 65, late 115, Victoria-st., 
! minster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, &c,—{ ADvT.)} 


hly examined by an expert 
est~ 


| ASHworTH, HENRY, and JoserH ASHWORTH, Wood- 
Manutac- 


bottom, nr Todmorden, Lancs, Cotton 
turers Burnley Pet Augs8 Ord Aug 28 

Boyp, THomas Joun, Kingston upon Hull, Smack- 
owner Kingston upon Hull Pet Aug 26 Ord 


Aug 26 

CHATTELL, HARRY FRANK, Hollingworth, Cheshire, 
Joiner Ashton under Lyne and Stalybridge 
Pet ‘| 23 ug 26 

CoLLiIns, GEORGE Brown, Alnwick, Northumber- 
land, Grocer Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug 28 
Ord Aug 28 

De Torrgs, WILLIAM, Cardiff, Tailor Cardiff Pet 

ug 22 Ord Aug 28 

DIckInsoN, Isaac, Parton, Cumberland, 

Whitehaven Pet Aug26 Ord Aug 26 


Grocer 


, Dovey, F. A., Woolwich, Architect at the Arsenal 


Greenwich Pet June13 Ord Aug 16 


DurHam, THomas, Lombard ct, Gracechurch st, 
Commercial Traveller High Court Pet May 24 


Ord Aug 26 

Gata, ELLEN, Bishopston, Bristol, Widow Bristol 
Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 26 

Ginson, SOuLSBY WILSON, Spennymoor, Durham 
Grocer Durham Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 2 

GouLD, ANNA Marta, and Emma GOULD, Purewell, 
Christchurch, Southampton, Spinsters Poole 
Pet Aug8 Ord Ang 7 

DENBIGH, GRAHAM, Globe Wharf, Canal Bridge, 
Old Kent rd, China Dealer High Court Pet 


ham, Painter Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
borough Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 26 


Hatt, EpMunp, Gt Grimsby, Boot Maker Gt 
Grimsby Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

HArRMER, JOHN, Sparkbrook, Worcestershire, Baker 
Birmingham Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 26 


Com- 
uly 30 


HILLBaCK, JAMES, jun, Kirkland, Kendal, West- 
Aug 27 

Hits, THomas, Shardeloes rd, New Cross, Grocer 

Weymouth, Schoolmistress 

HOLiIs, ROBERT THOMAS, olverhampto' 

mission Agent Wolverhampton et 
Aug 27 

Hoy tz, Tom, Soothill, nr Dewsbury, 

chant Dewsbury Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 27 


morland, Labourer Kendal Pet Aug 27 Ord 
Gree Pet July 23 Ord Aug 16 
. st Dorches- 
ter Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 27 
Ord 
Timber Mer 
radford, Fruit Dealer Brad- 


HUTCHINSON, JOHN, B: 


ford Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 27 
Hyatt, Bos, ittle Wolford, Warwickshire, 
Labourer Banbury Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 27 


EFFEBRIS, EDWIN, Bradford, Wool Merchant Brad- 
ford Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 27 
= _ om. Cnebeued, Grocer White- 
ven Pet Aug 26 ug 
KENT, HORACE, Mitre ct . ~y , Barrister- 
at law High Court Pet Sept 22, 1888 Ord 


> 
KiNG, GEORGE, Farnborough, Southampton, Builder 
yy and Godalming Pet Aug 27 Ord 
WW 
VERSIDGE, ELLior?, Hhddersfield, Electric 
Engineer Huddersfield Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 28 
NICHOLSON, THOMAS, Darlington, Durham, Furniture 
—_ oy gh on . and Middlesborough 
‘et Aug 19 ug 
PaRKER, HENRY, Seaton, Devon, Builder Exeter 
Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 27 
REYNOLDS, WILLIAM THOMAS, Harp lane, Gt Tower 
st, Builder High Court Pet Augi7 Ord Aug %8 


ROBERTS, ILLIAM HENRY, Tonypandy, Glam, 
Grocer Pontypridd Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
ROoKE, C Imp n and Histon, Uantab, 
Farmer Cambridge Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

Leeds, Fancy Stationer 





SETTLE, WILLIAM HENRY, 
Leeds Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 


Suofredtod ‘Bet Aug gt Ord Aug wo Gn 
01 et Aug rr ug 
STABLEFORD, JAMES Brown, Leicester, Grocer 


oroh SE ech Nurcrytas Shockort Pot 
Srmaaam, n . Innkeeper Sheiiield 

wan, font Horncasties Lincs, Tailor Lincoln Pet 

WILLEY, AMBROSE, Margate, Surgeon Canterbury 
Pet July 30 Ord Aug 27 
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WIr1iamMs, ARTHUR WELLESLEY, Eaton rise, Ealing, 
Retired Major Brentford Pet July 4 Ord 
Aug 20 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


WHITAKER, Jonny, fun, Sunderland, Fruit Mer- 
chant Sunderland Adjud March 14 Annul 
Aug 15 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Sept 3. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ALLEN, WILLIAM AprRAM, Devonport, Bootmaker 
East Stonehouse Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 99 

BARKER, WILLIAM, Guisborough, Yorks, Butcher 
Stockton on Tees and Middlesborough Pet Avg 
80 Ord Aug 3) 

BEATTIE, THOMAS, Workington, Cumberland, Cow- 
keeper Workington Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 
Brack, WALTER SHAW, Thornton Rust, Bedale, 

Yorks, Surgeon Northallerton Pet Aug 9 Ord 


Aug 27 
BLADES, WILLIAM Scort, Aldershot, Merchant Tailor | 
Ord | 


Guildford and Godalming Pet Aug £0 
ug 30 
BrowN, CHARLES ALBERT, Horncastle, Lincs, Inn- 
eeper Lincoln Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 30 

Brown, GrorGE. Kennington pk rd, Lambeth, Baker 
High Court Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug3!1 

CARTER, RICHARD, Raw, Fylingdales. Yorks, Cow- 
keeper Stockton on Tees and Middlesborough 
Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 

Corcutt, CHARLES, Avlesbury, Bucks, Butcher 
Aylesbury Pet Aug20 Ord Aug 31 

Dunn, Bryan, Foleshill. Warwickshire, Commission 
Agent Coventry Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

East, HERBERT, Hextable, Sutton at Hone. ur Dart- 
ford, Kent, Gardener Rochester Pet Aug 20 
Ord Aug 30 

Gascoynrk. WILLIAM ARTHUR, Leamington Priors, 
Warwickshire, Hairdresser Warwick Pet Aug 
31 Ord Aug 81 

GODWIN, FREDERICK WICKHAM, Werter rd. Putney, 
Auctioneer’s Clerk Wandsworth Pet Aug 29 
Ord Aug 29 

HALLAMOBE, E., Bryantwood rd, 


lbrayton park, 
Financial Agent High Court Pet Aug i4 


Ord 


ug 30 

Hankt, Josepu JAMES, Tunbridge Wells, Schoolmaster 
Tunbridge Wells Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 

HORNE. RaLpH, Wigan, Fruiterer Wigan Pet Aug 
28 Ord Aug 28 

HULL, GEORGE, Leicester, Hawker Leicester Pet 
Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

JONES. OWEN. Foelgwnus, Pistyll, Carnarvonshire, 
Butcher Portmadoc and Blaenau Festiniog Pet 
Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

KinG, GEORGE Jamus. Leigh, Yetminster. Dorset, 
Wheelwright Yeovil Pet Aug31 Ord Aug 31 

LACHMAN, Maurice, Upper Wimpole st HighCourt 
Pet June 24 O:d Aug 30 


MckKecunir, Jonv, Stratford on Avon. Travelling | 


Draper Warwick Pet Augi13 Ord Aug 31 

MITCHELL. FRANCIS Dawson, Reading. Civil Engineer 
Reading Pet Augi6é Ord Aug 30 

OVERY. RACHEL Mary, Hove. Sussex, Ladies’ Under- 
clothier Brighton Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

PETERS, CHRISTOPHER FRANCS, Totterdown, Somer- 
set. Boot Manufacturer’ Bristol Pet Aug 30 
Ord Aug 31 

REaD, JOHN FRANcis, Bradford, Restaurant Keeper 
Bradford Pet Aug29 Ord Aug 29 

REED, WILLIAM. Minchinhampton, Glos, 
Gloucester Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 99 

REYMOND, JULIEN LEOPOLD, Norwich. Licensed 
Victualler Norwich Pet Aug29 Od Auz 29 

ROpERICK, AAROY, Mansfield, Notts, Boot Manufac- 
turer Nottingham Pet Aug:9 Ord Aug 29 

RvssELL, Ropert, Dartford, Kent, Debt Collector 
Rochester Pet Aug30 Ord Aug 30 

SINDEN, ALFRED, Boughton Aluph, Kent, Carpenter 
Canterbury Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

STEPHENSON. THOMAS, and JOHN STEPHENSON, Tong, 
Birstal, Yorks, Farmers Bradford Pet Aug 29 
Ord Aug 29 

TAHOURDIN, FDWARD, Buckland’s Hotel, Holles st, 
Solicitor High Court Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 29 

UTtLey, MITCHELL, and WILLIAM SUNDERLAND, 
Hebden Bridge, Yorks, Cotton Manufacturers 
Burnley Pet Augi0 Ord Aug 29 

WARDEN. JOSEPH, St Helen’s, Ipswich, Publican 
Ipswich Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

WHITBROOK, GEORGE, Brownhills, 

aleall Pet Auge 27 Ord Aug 27 

Woop, Wit1iam, Plymouth, Licensed Victualler 
East Stonehouse Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 

Youna, Maurice, Woking, Surrey, Nurseryman 
Guildford and GodaJming Pet Aug 31 Ord 
Aug 31 


Haulier 


Staffs, Grocer 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ARNOTT, MONEMAN, Scarborough, Joiner Sept 10 at 
11 Off Rec, 74, Newborough st, Scarborough 
BRatriz£, THomas, Workington, Cumberland, Cow- 

keeper Sept 1246t2.15 67, Duke st, Whitehaven 
BERMEL, RALPH, Commercial rd, lately Jobmastir 
Sept 13 ati2 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
BIsHOrP, STEPHEN, Hulland mews. Kensington, Cab 
Proprietor Sept 13 at 11 
Lincoln’s inn 
BoLp1nG. WILLIAM FREDERICK, Sidley. Rex hill on Sea, 
Sussex. Farmer Sept 10 at 2 Y 
Bank bldgs, Hastings 


Brook, Groner, Ossett, Yorks, Rag M:rchant Sept | 


10ati11 Off Rec, Bank chambers, Batley 
Brown, JOHNSON, Cleethorpes, Lincs, Tailor Sept 
llati1 Off Rec, 3, Haven st, Gt Grimsby 
BURNETT, Wit11AM Hknny, Midhurst. Sussex, 
Grocer Sept 11 at 12 Bankiuptcy bldgs, Lin- 
coln’s inn 


Bankruptcy bldgs, | 


ouvg & Son, | 


Cortins, GEORGE Brown. Alnwick, Northumber- 
land, Grocer Sept 10at2.30 Off Rec, Pink lane, 
Newcastle on Tyne 

DAvIs, BENJAMIN WALTER, Lower Kennington lane, 
Engineer Sept 17 at 11 Bankruptcy bldngs, 
Lincoln’s inn 

East, HERBERT, Hextable, Sutton at Hone, nr Dart- 
ford. Kent, Gardener Sept 30at 12.30 Off Rec, 
High st, Rochester 

Ham, CHARLES EDMUND, Woking, Surrey. Carpenter 
Sept 10 at 2.15 Borough and County Hall, Guild- 


ford 
Horne, Ratpn, Wigan, Fruiterer Sept 1tati1 16, 
Wood st, Bolton ‘ 
Ho.tis, ROBERT THOMAS, Wolverhampton. Commis- 
rion Agent Sept 27 at11 Off Rec, Wolverhamp- 


ton 
How, Ronert Garr, Southwark st, Iron Merchaut 
Sept 13 at12 Bankruptcy bldngs, Lincoln’s inn 


fields 

Jay, Putmip Starrorp, Hitchin, Herts, Draper 
Septi2ati1 Off Rec, 6. Park st West, Luton 

JENNINGS, WILLIAM JOHN, Tysoe st, Wilmington sq, 
Clerkenwell, Working Jeweller Sept 1% at 11 
Bankruptcy bldngs, Lincoln’s inn 

KAPLAN, JOSEPH, Commercial rd, Boot Manufacturer 
—_ 13 at 11 FPankruptcy bldngs, Lincoln’s inn 
fields 

| MIDDLETON, 





WALTER WATKIN, Manchester. Corn 
Merchant’s Manager Sept10at11.30 Off Rec, 
Ozden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

MoorinG, GEorGE. Dunstable, Beds, Wheelwright 
peat 12 at 1080 Off Rec, 6, Park street West, 
suton 

READ, JoHN Francis, Bradford, Restaurant Keeper 

| Septi2at12 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

| REED, WILLIAM, Minchinhampton, Glos, Haulier 

Sept 10 at 5.45 Railway Hotel, Nailsworth 
RvussELt, Ropert, Dartford, Kent, Debt Collector 
Sept 30 at 11.30 Off Rec, High st. Rochester 

SETTLE, WiLLI4aM HENRY, Leeds, Fancy Stationer 
Sept 11 ati1 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

SOMERVILLE, ANNIE MARIA, Courtnell st, Bayswater, 
fvrmerly Boarding house Keeper Sept 18 at 11 
33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

STEPHENSON, THOMAS, and JOHN STEPHENSON, Tong, 
Birstal, Yorks, Farmers Sept i2ati11 Off Rec, 
31, Manor row, Bradford 

STRANKS, WILLIAM, Treorky, Glam, Confectioner 
Sept 11 at12 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 

TASKtR. ANDREW, Manchester, Printer Sept 10 at3 
Off Rec, Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Ma: chester 

| WARREN, THOMAS, Chadwe!l Heath, Dagenham, 

| Essex, Jobber Sept 11at1i1 Shirehall, Chelms- 


ford 
S2pt li at3 





| WILLIAMS, JonN, Havod, Glam, Mason 
| Oif Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
BABKER, WILLIAM, Guisborough, Yorks, Butcher 


27 Ord Aug 30 
| BEATTIE, THOMAS, Workington, Cumberland, Cow- 
keeper Workington Pet Aue 28 Ord Aug 28 
Bort, HENRY, Nottingham, Builder Nottingham 
Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 3t 
Brook, GEORGE, Ossett, Yorks, Rag Merchant 
Dewsbury Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 29 
Brown, GEORGE, Manchester, Merchant Manches- 
ter Pet Augi13 Ord Aug 31 
| CARTER, RICHARD, Raw, Fylingdales, Yorks, Cow- 
keeper Stockton on Tees and Middlesborough 
Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 
CHANTLER, Davip, Boughton Malherve, Kent, Car- 
rier’s Assistant Maidstone Pet Aug 21 Ord 
Aug 29 
Davib, Wi1LLIAM, Swansea, Mason Swansea Pet 
Aug 22 Ord Aug 28 
Dunn, Bryan, Foleshill, Warwickshire, Commission 
Agent Coventry Pet Aug27 Ord Aug 29 
DYER, WILLIAM, Birmingham, Baker Birmingham 
Pet Aug1 Ord Aug 29 
Horne, Ratpu, Wigan, Fruiterer Wigan Pet Aug 
28 Ord Aug 28 
JONES, ARTHUR GARDINER YALLOWLEY, Liverpool, 
Printer Liverpool Pet Augi0 Ord Aug 31 
JONES, ELIZABETH, Newcastle in Emlyn, Carnar- 
ae Draper Carmarthen Pet Aug24 Ord 
ug 29 
JONES, OWEN, Foelgwnus, Pisty!l, Carnarvonshire, 
Butcher Portmadoc and Blaenau Festiniog Pet 
Aug2i Ord Aug 27 
MuwNRk0, JOHN, Portland rd, Finsbury park, Commer- 
cialTraveller HighCourt Pet Augi Ord Aug31 
PoTrER, HENRY, Loughton, Essex, Farmer Edmon- 
ton Pet Aug22 Ord Aug 31 
RAMSDEN, JOHN, Leeds, Worsted Coating Manufac- 
turer Leeds Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 29 
READ, JOHN FRANCIS, Bradford, Restaurant Keeper 
Bradford Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 29 
REYMOND, JULIEN LEOPOLD, Norwich, Licensed 
Victualler Norwich Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
REED, WILLIAM, Minchinhampton, Glos, Haulier 
| Gloucester Pet Aug29 Ord Aug 29 
REYNOLDS, Emma ELLEN, Waterford rd, Fulbam, 
tpinster High Court Pet June 26 Ord Aug 30 
| RussELt, Robert, Dartford, Kent, Debt Collector 
Rochester Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
| SAUNLKES, CATHERINE ELIZABETH PaTTEN, Mayfield, 
Sus-ex, Widow Tunbridge Wells Pet June 22 
Oid Aug 28 
SinDEN, ALFZED, Boughton Aluph, Kent, Carpenter 
Canterbury Pet Aug29 Ord Aug 30 
STEPHENSON, '!HOMAS, and JOHN STEPHENSON, Tong, 
Birstal, Yorks, Farmers Bradtord Pet Aug 29 
Ord Aug 29 
THEOBALD, Captain A, late Duke st, St James’s 
High Court Pet May 15 Ord Aug 30 
Tipps, PERCEVAL WILLIAM, Uranvyi'le pl, Portman 








Stockton on Tees and Middlesborouzh Pet Aug | 





tion High C P , 
£q, no occupation ourt Pet Aug 1 
a Be €12 Ord 


£ 
WALSH, MiLEs, Frizinghall, Bradford, Cigar Mer. 
w chant feet gs EE Prd Aug 
YARDEN, JOSE en’s, 8 lican 
w Ipswich Pet Aug i9 Ord Augaoy Pub 
HITBROOK, GEORGE, Brow , Stafis, Grocer 
Walsall Pet Aug27 Ord Aug 30 





SALE OF ENSUING WEEK 
Sent. 12.—Mr. G@. NEWMAN, at the Mart, E.C., at 1 
Family Residences (see advertisement, this week, 
p. 4). 





All letters intended for publication in the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 





CONTENTS. 

CURRENT TOPICS seecceee 705 
Tue RIGHT TO THE POSSESSION AND PRODUCTION 

OF DEKDS ...... -.++ «+ -sse00e 708 
How TO PREPARE A DEBTOR'S STATEMENT OF 

AFFAIRS IN BANKRUPTCY 
LEGAL NEWS ekeeentenswes 
WINDING-UP NOTICES 
CREDITORS’ NOTICES 
BANERUPTCY NOTICES 
Pousiic GENERAL STATUTES. 
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The Subscription to the SoLtctToRs’ JOURNAL is 
—Town, 262. ; 28s.; with the 
WEEKLY REPORTER, 52s. Payment in advance 
include Double Numbers and Postage. Sube 
scribers can have their Volumes bound at the 
office—cloth, 2s. Gd., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 

Where difficulty is experienced tn procuring the 
Journal with regularity in the Country, it 


Country, 


is requested that application be made direct 
to the Publisher. 





I iJ you want Money without Fees—amounts 

£10 to £1,000—before applying elsewhere see Mr, 
O. CLIBUEN, personally if possible, 43, Great Tower. 
street. 


LONDON GAZETTE (pubushed by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEEB 
STREET. t 

ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
begs to direct the attention of the Legal Profession 

to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 
forty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma 
notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued support. 

N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the 

strictest care and promptitude assured. Official stamped 

forms for advertisement and file of ‘‘ London Gazette” 
kept. Bvappointment. 
J)URNISH your HOUSES or APART- 
MENTS THROUGHOUT on 
MOEDER’S HIRE SYSTEM. 
The original, best, and most liberal. Suits all. 
Founded A.D. 1868. 

Furnish direct from the Manufacturer, from £10 to 

£10,000. 


Cash prices. No extra charge for time given. 
Catalogues, estimates, Press opinions, testimonials, 
post-free, 

F, MOEDER, 248, 249, & 250, Tottenham-court-rd.,W 


ALSO for HIRE ONLY. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE fis MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
lo Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c, 


ROBES FOR QUEREN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peace. 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1639. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
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